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REMARKS 

This communication is responsive to the Office Action mailed on November 2, 
2004 in the above-identified U.S. patent application. 

Claims 85-86 and 91-106 are now pending. Claims 104-106 are new. Previously 
withdrawn claims 87-90 have been cancelled. All of the claims stand rejected under 35 
U.S.C. 102(b) as being anticipated by U.S. Patent 3,760,544 to Hawes et al. This rejection 
is respectfully traversed. 

Hawes et al. relates to a sealing gasket for installation between adjacent panel 
sections of wall structures. The present invention relates to a clip and sash combination for 
mounting muntin bars or other components between glazing panes in windows, doors and 
the like. Prior to the present amendments, Applicants' claims covered the clips 
themselves. The examiner contended that Hawes et al. Figure 4 illustrated a structure that 
inherently can function as set forth in Applicants' prior claims. Although Applicants 
disagree with the interpretation and claim readings set forth by the Examiner in the Office 
Action, the claims have been amended herein to incorporate additional structure in order to 
advance the prosecution of this application. In particular, structure such as the integrated 
sash, the glazing panes and the "components" (e.g., muntin bar(s) or additional glazing 
pane(s)) has been added to the independent claims. Additionally, the structure of the clips 
has been more specifically defined. 

Hawes et al. neither discloses nor suggests Applicants' presently claimed structure 
for a clip and sash combination or a clip and sash assembly for mounting muntin bars or 
other components, such as an additional glazing pane, between spaced glazing panes. 
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Accordingly, the present claims are believed to clearly patentably distinguish over Hav^es 
et al., as well as over the other references of record. 

Further remarks regarding the asserted relationship between Applicants' claims and 
the prior art are not deemed necessary, in view of the amended claims and the foregoing 
discussion. Applicants' silence as to any of the Examiner's conmients is not indicative of 
an acquiescence to the stated grounds of rejection. 

In view of the above, consideration of the present Amendment and allowance of the 
presently pending claims is respectfiilly requested. Should the Examiner have any 
questions or require further information, she is invited to telephone Applicants' 
undersigned attorney. 




Respectfully submitted. 



Barry R. Lipsitz 
Attorney for Applicant 
Registration No.: 28,637 
755 Main Street 
Monroe, CT 06468 
(203) 459-0200 
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